The type species of Atractylocarpus has revealed to be a species of a genus which was later introduced as Camylopodiella. To avoid taxonomic confusions, it was proposed to keep the current use of Atractylocarpus and Campylopodiella by amending the genus Atractylocarpus. This proposal was rejected by the ICBN committee. Therefore the valid genus for all species so far comprised in Atractylocarpus is Metzleria and all species so far included in Campylopodiella must be transferred to Atractylocarpus. Accoringly, all necessary new combinations are introduced here: Atractylocarpus himalayanus (Broth.) J.-P. 
The genera Atractylocarpus Mitt. and Metzleria Schimp. were both described in the same year 1869. Both genera revealed later as synonymous. For that reason, Limpricht introduced the new name Metzleriella for the species so far included in Metzleria. In addition, the orthographic incorrect versions of Metzleria and Metzleriella, Metzlera and Metzlerella were used, which all resulted in continuous confusions. The name Atractylocarpus was later proposed for conservation by H.N. Dixon and conserved against Metzleria in the Cambridge Rules (Briquet et al. 1935) . The conservation was, however, unnecessary, because Atractylocarpus Mitt published in June 1869 predates Metzleria, published in August-September 1869 (cf. Frahm & Isovita 1988) . Due to this conservation, Atractylocarpus has been used since for the genus. Accordingly, the genus was monographed by Padberg & Frahm (1985) under this name. The type of the genus was usually indicated with Atractylocarpus costaricensis (C. Müll.) Williams (Leptotrichum costaricense C. Müll. 1858), however, in the monograph of Atractylocarpus (Padberg & Frahm 1985) an earlier synonym was overlooked, Dicranum flagellaceum C. Müll. 1851. The necessary new combination was not made, because in a revision of the Paraleucobryoideae (Müller & Frahm 1987 ) it turned out, that the type species differs from all other species included in the genus by a different transverse section of the costa, longer capsules, and the presence of an annulus, thus showing all characters of the genus Campylopodiella Card. 1908. As a consequence, all species of Atractylocarpus except for the type species should be excluded Frahm from the genus and the species formerly included in Campylopodiella should have been newly combined to Atractylocarpus. Thus the circumscription of the two genera had to be changed in opposite, which would have caused an enormous confusion. Frahm & Isoviita (1988) proposed two solutions:
(1) to transfer all species of Atractylocarpus except for the type species to Metzleria and to keep the genus for the species so far included in Campylopodiella. (2) to keep the current use of Atractylocarpus and Campylopodiella and to amend the circumscription of Atractylocarpus. The second proposal was favoured, because it (a) would have stabilized the nomenclature by protecting names as they are used now and taxonomic concepts as were used over the past 60 years, (b) because it would supersede a well-stabilized name (Camyplopodiella), (c) Metzleria has not been used at all during the past 60 years, and (d) it required only one new combination (Campylopodiella flagellacea (C. Müll.) Frahm & Isoviita) . (e) the generic circumscription of one genus and not of two genera have to be changed. However, at the ICBN in Tokyo, the proposal to amend the moss Atractylocarpus was rejected by hepaticologists, the majority in the committee (Zijlstra 1993), although Art. 14.2 ICBN recommends conservation as an aim to serve stability of nomenclature. Instead, the mechanical solution fas favoured, which causes to use Atractylocarpus/Metzleria and Atractylocarpus/Campylopodiella in different senses and to use the name Atractylocarpus now even for a genus of a different subfamily, resulting in a total nomenclatural confusion. Therefore Atractylocarpus becomes now the correct name for the species currently placed in Campylopodiella whereas Metzleria has to be used for the species currently placed in 
